Notes: All models are OLS regressions. Robust clustered standard errors are reported in parentheses. All regressors are lagged by one period to avoid simultaneity biases. *Significant at 10%; **Significant at 5%; ***Significant at 1%. Notes. All regressions are OLS regressions with year and county level fixed effects. Models 1 and 2 use log transformed racial hate crimes and slope in the regressions, while Models 3 and 4 use non-logged racial hate crimes and slope. Models 1 and 3 include the annual payroll for common industries in urbanized locations as covariates, while Models 2 and 4 rely on the basic set of covariates. Robust standard errors are reported in parentheses. *Significant at 10%; **Significant at 5%; ***Significant at 1%. Notes: All models are panel IV regressions. Models 1 and 2 are split by the median poverty rate. Models 3 and 4 are split by the median employment rate. Robust standard errors are reported in parentheses. *Significant at 10%; **Significant at 5%; ***Significant at 1%. Notes: Baseline covariates used in the first-difference models are the same as those in the Model 3 of Table 3 ; that is, demographic controls include population density, mean age, number of international migrants, and proportion of American Africans; socioeconomic controls include number of people in poverty and employment percentage; crime-related controls include number of police employees and number of crimes at the county level. Emulating the approach in Kolko (2012) , population density is further interacted with the change in broadband providers and added as covariates to the specifications. In all models, road density is added as a covariate as per Kolko (2012) . Following Kolko (2012) , median household income and percentage of college attainment are added in the specifications of Models 3 and 4, along their interactions with change in broadband providers. County population size is entered as a covariate with its interaction with change in broadband providers in Model 3, while the additional racial proportion breakdowns (i.e., White proportion and Asian proportion) are entered in Model 4. Robust clustered standard errors are shown in parentheses. *Significant at 10%; **Significant at 5%; ***Significant at 1%. Notes: Each regression consists of two observations from each county. The first observation holds the average values of the dependent and independent variables in pre-broadband period, and the second holds these values for the post-broadband period. In Models 1 and 2, we define the pre-broadband period as the years 1992 to 1998, which is the standard assumed in Kolko (2012) . Using a stricter definition of pre-broadband period of 1992 to 1995 (Forman et al. 2012) , we reestimate the same specification in Models 3 and 4. 
Notes:
The dependent variable for Models 1 is the log count of the racial hate crimes one period before that of the regressors; that is, the log number of racial hate crimes in 1999 to 2007 is regressed on the log number of broadband providers and covariates in 2000 to 2008. The dependent variable in Model 2 is the log count of racial hate crimes in the pre-broadband period from 1992 to 1998 and the independent variable of interest is the log count of broadband providers from 2000 to 2006. All regressions include county and year dummies. Robust clustered standard errors, clustered on county, are in parentheses. Covariates used in these models are the same as those in Table 3 ; that is, demographic controls include population density, number of international migrations and proportion of American Africans; socioeconomic controls include number of people in poverty; crime-related controls include number of police employees and number of crimes at the county level. First stage coefficients are not shown here as they are qualitatively similar to those regressions in Table 3 . *Significant at 10%; **Significant at 5%; ***Significant at 1%. Notes: All regressions are 2SLS IV regressions with year and county level fixed effects. Models 1-3 use log transformed racial hate crimes and broadband providers in the regressions, while Models 4-6 use non-logged racial hate crimes and broadband providers. Robust clustered standard errors are reported in parentheses. *Significant at 10%; **Significant at 5%; ***Significant at 1%. Notes: All coefficients reported here are for the log number of broadband providers. Each cell represents a unique regression coefficient for a specific year with an additional covariate added to the existing list of baseline covariates in Table 2 . Robust clustered standard errors are reported in parentheses. *Significant at 10%; **Significant at 5%; ***Significant at 1%. Notes: The dependent variable for each column is the log count of the crimes stated at the top of each column. All regressions include county and year dummies. Robust clustered standard errors, clustered on county, are in parentheses. Regressors in the second stage are lagged by one period to avoid simultaneity biases. Covariates used in these models are the same as those in Table 3 ; that is, demographic controls include population density, mean age, number of international migrants, and proportion of American Africans; socioeconomic controls include number of people in poverty and employment percentage; crime-related controls include number of police employees and number of crimes at the county level. First stage coefficients are not shown here as they are similar to those regressions in Table 3 . *Significant at 10%; **Significant at 5%; ***Significant at 1%. Notes: All models are 2SLS IV regressions. Models 1 to 4 examining the impact of broadband providers on the incidence of lone wolf racial hate crimes while Models 5 to 8 examine the impact of broadband providers on the incidence of racial hate crimes perpetrated by multiple individuals. Covariates used are similar to those in Table 3 in the main paper. *Significant at 10%; **Significant at 5%; ***Significant at 1%. Notes: All regressions are 2SLS IV regressions with year and location fixed effects. Models 1-3 is conducted at the county level using county level fixed effects, while Model 4 is conducted at the state level using state fixed effects. Robust clustered standard errors are shown in parentheses. *Significant at 10%; **Significant at 5%; ***Significant at 1%.
